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1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office 
action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless — 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or 
in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for 
patent in the United States. 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in 
the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international 
application by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 
371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

2. Claims 57-63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
containing subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way 
as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

The specification does not appear to describe an embodiment having a first 
filtering media having two sides, with a second filter medium on one side, a third 
filter medixmi on the other, four porous barriers covering the sides of the filter media. 
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and first and second drains receiving fluid from the second and third filter media via 
the third and fourth porous barriers. 

3. Claims 57-63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Qaim 57, lines 11-12 recite a filtering media covering the second face of the 
second barrier. This appears to be the same as the third filtering media, recited in 
lines 17-18. 

4. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The drawings must 
show every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the 
embodiment of claims 57-63 must be shown or the feature(s) cancelled from the 
claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

5. Claims 39, 40, 43, 45, 46, 49, 51 and 52 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Lenhart Jr. et al. 

Lenhart discloses a filter having two concentric layers of filter material 
separated by porous sidewalls and having a drain, as claimed. 

6. Qaims 48 and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
impatentable over Lenhart in view of Knutson. 

Claims 48 and 55 differ from Lenhart in recitation of a reservoir with an 
overflow outlet. While not shown in Lenhart, it is submitted that Lenhart discloses 
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the use of the filters in the system of Knutson (see column 5, lines 23-26), which 
discloses such structure, and therefore obviously would be used in such an 
arrangement. 

7. Qaims 40, 43, 45, 46, 48, 51, 52 and 55 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Fleischmann. 

Fleischmann discloses a fUter having two concentric layers of filter material 
separated by porous sidewalk and having a drain, with a reservoir and an overflow, 
as claimed. 

8. Claim 50 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
LeiJiart or Fleischmann. 

Claim 50 differs fi-om Lenhart and Fleischmann in recitation of the porous 
barriers being geotextile. It is submitted that the use of geotextile, a known material, 
would have been an obvious choice for the porous barriers of Lenhart or 
Fleischmann, due to the disclosures that a variety of materials may be used (see 
column 3, lines 43-44 of Fleischmann and column 6, lines 7-10 of Lenhart). 

9. Claims 21, 23-31 and 33-36 are aUowed. 

10. Claims 41 and 42 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of 
the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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The recitation of a filter having a pluraUty of cells, each having two layers of 
filter material separated by porous sidewalk and having a drain, where one cell 
completely surrounds another cell patentably distinguishes over the prior art of 
record. 

11. Claims 44 and 47 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of 
the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The recitation of a filter having two concentric layers of filter material 
separated by porous sidewaUs and having a drain, wherein the drain surrounds the 
filter layers patentably distinguishes over the prior art of record. 

12. Claims 53, 54 and 56 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of 
the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The recitation of a filter having two concenti-ic layers of filter material 
separated by porous sidewalk and having a drain, wherein the first filter media is 
two sided and has tiie second filtering media extending along both sides patentably 
distinguishes over the prior art of record. 

13. Claims 57-63 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome 
the rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112 set forth in this Office action. 
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The recitation of a filter having a first filtering media having two sides, with a 
second filter medium on one side, a third filter medium on the other, four porous 
barriers covering the sides of the filter media, and first and second drains receiving 
fluid from the second and third filter media via the third and fourth porous barriers 
patentably distinguishes over the prior art of record. 

14. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 40, 43, 45, 46, 48, 49-52 and 
55 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

15. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Ofiice action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See 
MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of tiie extension of time policy as set forth 
in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for response to tiiis final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the date of this action. In the event a first response is filed 
witiiin TWO MONTHS of tiie mailing date of tiiis final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of tiie THREE-MONTH shortened statiitory period, 
then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is 
mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated ft-om tiie 
mailing date of the advisory action. In no event will the statutory period for 
response expire later tiian SIX MONTHS ft-om tiie date of tiiis final action. 
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16. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to 
Christopher Upton at telephone number (703) 308-3741. 



CHRISTOPHER UPTON 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



